Abstract: Most stamps of the Valle Ponti ingots (Ann. ép. 1987, 397) refer to the great (M. Vipsanius) Agrippa and one Bat(o?), libertus or client of Caecilius (Pomponius Atticus). The ingots were obviously produced by the natives of Illyricum and exported to Italy c. 14 BC.
T he present article is based upon complex evidence which is centred around certain aspects of Roman social history. To begin with a rare source, an important quantity of stamped massae plumbeae have been found in a Roman wreck discovered at Valle Ponti, not far from Comacchio (north-east Italy). The ship transported ninety-nine pieces, classifiable in three types and bearing some ten different stamps in various combinations, stamps the fabric of which varies itself.
1 The ingots probably reached Italy through the near-by commercial port of Ravenna.
2 The cargo of the ship included also amphorae as well as some other artefacts of North-Italian and Oriental origins and, roughly, Augustan date. 3 The whole has been preserved in the Museo di Spina, Ferrara (non vidi).
An excellent edition and commentary of the Valle Ponti ingots have been published by Claude Domergue in 1987. 4 I am unaware of any later comprehensive discussion of this instructive find. 5 A number of historico-epigraphical details remain to be elucidated, however. They concern principally the interrelated problems of (I a-e) reading the stamps, a task which cannot be dissociated from research into the identity, business activities and personal connections of the people whose names are taken to figure there, and (II) locating the area of the mine(s) which furnished the lead of the ingots, a geographical topic with interesting politico-legal and historical aspects. Let us say at once, all the names in the stamps probably ran in the genitive (the normal case for that class of incriptions; cf. C. Mati (below, I c)) but, for the sake of convenience, they are usually cited in the nominative in the following pages.
I (a) C. Domergue's analysis starts with Agrip ( fig. 1) , which is the most frequent stamp in the Valle Ponti repertory. It occurs 166 times, on 84 ingots; it may have been intended for every item of the series.
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Having envisaged several possibilities of expansion and interpretation of this abbreviation, 7 the editor primus has persuasively opted for Agrip(pa) and M. Vipsanius, Augustus' famous son-in-law, who died in 12 BC. More than one indication has led C. Domergue to that conclusion: the non-existence of a plausible alternative;
8 the name-formula of the owner of the stamp (a formula reduced to the (abbreviated) cognomen, which reduction is not unknown in the great Agrippa's onomastic practice); the approximate date of the ingots (as suggested by that of the rest of the shipwreck cargo and, somewhat less decisively, by the stamp C. Mati (I c, infra), nothing to say of other stamps); the epigraphical parallel of the marble blocs originating from M. Vipsanius Agrippa's Numidian quarries (stamped of(ficina) Agrippae 9 ; the abundant evidence of Vipsanius' wealth and passion for business (which made him possess i.a. Anatolian 10 and African quarries, in a branch of industry quite close to mining 10a ); and, finally, his socio-prosopographical connections with the Caecilii and C. Matius 11 -that is, people 12 whose stamps figure (it may be argued) on the Valle Ponti lingots to be examined below. The only major difficulty with this identification of Agrip(pa) stems from the fact that the corresponding letters are stamped (and of a comparatively small size), not moulded (i.e. not reproducing the conspicuous relief legend of mould-boxes), as would be the expected method to register the name(s) of the owner/conductor of a Roman mine and/or of a metallurgical officina. Rare -mostly late -exceptions apart, "l'estampille moulée nommant le producteur est la norme"; 13 on the other hand, a man of M. Vipsanius Agrippa's stature is hard to imagine with a less important rôle in the production of lead ingots and related activities such as that of a minor lessee or, simply, the transport organizer.
Moreover, the fabric of the Valle Ponti ingots and their stamps is primitive enough; there is a distinct possibility that they both, or the ingots at least, have been made by the "barbarian" craftsmen. 14 (b) As noted in the editio princeps, the stamp ( fig.2) L. Cae. Bat (A,E and A,T in ligature) forms a case numerically close to that of Agrip. It figures on 85, perhaps even more, ingots (total of at least 106 impressions). Starting from the inevitable hypothesis that the stamp cites tria nomina of a man, C. Domergue has proposed L(ucius) Cae(cilius ?) Bat(… ?). Though some other nomina in Cae-are also possible ("par exemple Caelius, Caesius"), he has decidedjustly, in my opinion -on Cae(cilius ?) because of M. Vipsanius Agrippa's personal connection (which may have been easily followed by business connections) with the equestrian Caecilii, notably with Caecilia Attica (Agrippa's first wife, whom he married in 37 BC) and her father (110-32 BC), Q. Caecilius Q. f. Pomponianus Atticus (i.e. T. Pomponius Atticus before the adoption of 58 BC). On the praenomen of Cae. Bat. (L, not T or Q), C. Domergue has assumed that the stamp belonged to the son of a freedman of either Attica or Atticus; he must be basically right, though (for the reasons of prosopographical economy) a Caecilian freedman is perhaps likelier candidate here than the freedman's son. 15 Besides, the possibility of a former peregrinus, Atticus' client, should be admitted, too.
16
The latter part of the cognomen is impossible to supply with certainty but one would think of an Illyrian name belonging to the well-documented family of names Bat(o), Bat(onianus) and the like; 17 if anthroponyms of other provenances (e.g. a Batavus or a Bathyllus) cannot be ruled out, they (comparatively scarce as they are) would seem less probable in the present context. This conclusion appears all the more plausible as a Dalmatian knight by name of Caecil(ius) Bato, possibly a distant descendant of L.Cae. Bat., is attested at the end of the third century AD.
18 Needless to say, Atticus was a rich, highly successful man of affairs (land, money), whose scene of activity were the Balkan provinces (Epirus and Macedonia) among other countries and who frequently employed "Mittelsmän-ner" in his speculations. 19 He shared with Agrippa Augustus' gratitude and complete trust; despite Agrippa's (dynastically demanded) divorce from Attica (in 28 BC), he remained Agrippa's friend till his own death (Corn. Nep. Att. 21.4). All this may help us explain the occurrence of the names L. Cae. Bat. on the ingots produced c. 14 BC; 20 L. Cae. Bat. will have been Attica's agent rather than an independent businessman, though the latter possibility should not be excluded either. The fact that we have to deal here, again, with stamps and not moulded letters remains worthy of attention but it is socially less surprising than in the case of Agripp., if the latter is taken to abbreviate the great Agrippa's names.
(c) Only three ingots bear the stamp C. MATI (M, A in ligature), which must be read C. Mati (c 1, the gentile complete). Its owner 21 may appear in three more ingots: the stamp MAT (c 2) found there may be understood as an abbreviation of the same nomen, the more so as the stamps C. Mati and Mat( ) have been never impressed together, on the same massae. 22 The identity of the man of (c 1) poses no real problem, because he appears to have been the best-known of the late Republican/early Imperial Matii. This conclusion is hard to avoid despite certain hesitation of the modern historians concerning the length of that principal C. Matius' life and, consequently, the total number of the prominent C. Matii in the first century BC (the alternatives being (a) a longeval C. Matius [c. 80 -after 4/3 BC] or (b) two C. Matii, between whom the corresponding evidence should be divided). As Professor Domergue implies, the former possibility seems preferable: C. Matius of (c 1) was obviously the notable befriended with Caesar and Augustus. Once more, we have to deal with an equestrian who "s'intéressait à des affaires d'argent"; Plutarch, Caes. 50, even speaks of his philarguria.
23
(d) Two stamps, probably containing abbreviated cognomina (d 1: GEME, 24 d 2: MAC 25 ), have remained unexplained by C. Domergue and do not seem to be explicable on present evidence (figs. 3 and 4). Like the stamp of L. Cae. Bat., they belonged perhaps to the freedman agents of a more important person/persons -either someone of the five dealt with here (I a-c, e-f) 26 or a notable or notables who does (do) not figure in the Valle Ponti material under his (their) own name(s). I should add one more item to the present group of stamps consisting of the (?) freedman cognomina: the one (d 3) described as "candélabre" by C. Domergue.
27 It has been impressed, two times, on one ingot only. Rather than a "candélabre", when viewed inverse, it seems to be a ligature of T and Y 28 hiding a Greek name such as Ty(rannus), Ty(rannio(n) 29 ( fig.  10 ). Perhaps (nothing more than a conjecture), the ligature abbreviates the name of the well-known intellectual of the Augustan Rome, Tyrannio the Younger, 30 who may have long preserved his early personal connections with Atticus' circle. 31 But the assumption of a T, Y is not conclusive. Another stamp (d 4) certainly depicts a symbol instead of a letter or letters ( fig. 9 ). Found on eight ingots and identified as, or compared with, the "signe numérique 'mille'" or "(vu dans le sens vertical) un sablier", 32 it shows that symbolic devices -analogous to the moneyers' control-marks on the late Republican coins -may indeed be expected in more than one stamp of the Valle Ponti series; our proposal Ty(rannio? vel simile quid) for (d 3) must be treated with much caution therefore. And one more detail concerns the interpretation of the stamp (d 4): instead of postulating there the "sign for thousand" or a sand-clock, we should perhaps think of the head of a bipennis, instrument which is not rare in the list of the monetary control-marks just mentioned. A mining instrument is, in any case, much more difficult to recognize in (d 4).
There remain two monograms (figs. 7 and 8), which seem to provide interesting, fresh in part, prosopographic information.
(e) The commoner of the two (occurring on no less than 39 ingots) has been tentatively read P(…) Li(…) R(…), i.e. as "tria nomina d'un personnage: P. Li(cinius ou -vius ?) R(…), par exemple".
33 with regard to the cases of (a-c), however, we should expect to find in (e) the names of an identifiable personage, businessman from a circle close to Augustus in some 21 Or the owner's freedman, in the case of (c 2). respects. From that point of view, (c), registering the names of a well-known equestrian -though impressed on three (c 1) or six (c 1 + c 2) ingots only, -seems especially significant. Indeed, (P.) Livineius Regulus, the moneyer of c. 8-10 BC, is a likely candidate for (e), both epigraphically and historically. If this identification proves correct, he will have been a remarkably young man c. 14 BC but a member of the former generation of the Livinei is difficult to assume here -Livineius Regulus, Caesar's army officer and the moneyer of 42 BC, is certainly excluded as his praenomen was Lucius.
34
Epigraphically speaking, the letters PLIR belong to the class of simple monograms whose left side contains the beginning of the text, the centre its continuation, and the right-hand side its end;
35 as we shall see, (f) is more or less a similar example. Though the praenomen of the moneyer is unknown otherwise, 36 (e) may be deciphered P(ublius) Li(vineius R(egulus).
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The gentilicia abbreviated in two (first) letters are often encountered on the contemporary coins; the Cae. of (b) is longer for less than a letter (A, E in ligature and phonetically close to an E).
Despite many uncertainties concerning the careers, names and the family stemmata of the equestrian/senatorial Livinei of the first century BC and the early first century AD, L. Petersen (PIR2 L 290) will have been right on two points of general relevance to our purpose: registering Livineius Regulus, suff. AD 18, she has remarked "idem vel adfinis eius 38 Regulus tresvir monetalis ca. annum 8 ante Chr." (i.e. the tresvir just referred to in our comment on (e)) and added "e posteris videtur esse L. Livinei Reguli quattuorviri monetalis anno 42 ante Chr."
39 . This implies, first, that the tresvir of c. 8 BC (actually, he must have held the post a year at least before 8 BC 40 ) was born into a family famous (and rewarded) for its allegiance to the Julian cause 41 and, second, that the Livinei, twice monetales within less than 35 years, 42 were both interested in and qualified for that college where "members of banking and commercial families" are especially well represented. 43 With regard to the monetales' duty to secure metals necessary for the work of the State mint(s), it may be even assumed that some of the Livinei were engaged in mining business -in other words, the reading P. Li(vinei) R(eguli) of (e) may be insisted upon.
(f) The identification of letters forming the second monogram (registered on seven ingots altogether) has proved difficult. The same may be said of establishing their order. In the editio princeps (p. 126), several possibilites have been considered, all with due reserves: IRA (ARI, "avec une graphie retro"), which was eventually found the least unattractive solution of the monogram; then INRA, INOA, and FNOI (retro). The penultimate possibility, INOA, seems clearly preferable though, as the circular sign in the middle of the monogram should not be taken to be the curve of an R but a little O in ligature with an N; there are quite satisfactory numismatic parallels to confirm this. 44 At the end of the monogram, an A is engraved with a strangely traced top. Its shape reflects perhaps cursive influence. 45 The monogram consists therefore from N, O and A (in that order, rather than O, N and A) preceded by a character which, strictly, does not belong to the monogram itself;
46 that character is identified as an I by C. Domergue, as an L by myself -an L having a very short horizontal, 47 If the foregoing palaeographical comments are not wrong, (f) has the same structure as (e) and its abbreviations may be expanded to run L(ucius) No(nius) A(sprenas). Of the distinguished people sharing these names, I should opt for the father of those Nonii brothers who were the late Augustan consuls, one in AD 6 (also bearing the names L. Nonius Asprenas, born c. 28 BC), the other in AD 8 (Sex. Nonius Quinctilianus).
49
Their parent was an intimate friend of Augustus' (Suet. Aug. 56, 3); that circumstance tends to assign him to the élite to which the owners of (a-c) 50 and (e) will have belonged also. Chronologically if not socially, he suits better the context of (f) than does his (elder) son, of the same names. 51 True, there is no direct evidence of the Senior's business activities (his younger son was a tresvir monetalis c. 6 BC 52 ) but he was certainly rich in addition to being well-connected; the silence of our sources on the matter of business can be purely accidental.
II If the prosopographic identifications just offered prove wellfounded, the date of the Valle Ponti ingots -archaeological evidence connects them safely with the Augustan epoch -may be determined precisely enough. It must have preceded Agrippa's death (spring, 12 BC; (I a)) but not for a long lapse of time: P. Livineius Regulus (e), judging from the (approximate) date of his holding the post of monetalis (c. 10 BC ?), a young man's office, 53 could have been hardly active, in a mining/metallurgical business, during the period much, if any, earlier than (say) 15 BC. Actually, there are reasons to put the production of our massae c. 14 BC. This suggestion demands a comment on the whereabouts of mine(s) furnishing the ingots' metal.
C. Domergue has envisaged several candidates: mining areas (of argentiferous lead) in Africa, the Balkans, Gaul, Sardinia, Spain, even Britain. 54 For good reason, he has promptly eliminated Laurium (whose exploitation was abandoned at the epoch of Augustus 55 ), Britain (too distant), and despite contrary views, the far-away Spain (whose lead mines' officinae produced ingots -even those bearing the Agrippa stamps -of different forms and much better execution). Geographical conditions and the particular features of maritime transport leading to Italy, he argues, do not recommend Gaul, Sardinia or Africa either. 56 On the other hand, the Balkans "constitueraient la région rêvée, à cause de leur situation en face des bouches du Pô; reste à savoir si les mines de plomb-argent de Dalmatie, de Pannonie, voire de Mésie étaient alors en activité, ce que pour l'instant nous ignorons". 57 In this connection, the editor primus has pointed out the absence of moulded stamps on the Valle Ponti ingots, primitively made as they are, which recommends the hypothesis that the ingots were produced by indigenous craftsmen of a still unconquered part of Illyricum. Indeed, the formation of the imperial province Illyricum -that went together with a considerable expansion of its senatorial nucleus' territory to the north -took place as late as the closing years of the ninth decade of the first century BC. We can date it either to the winter of 13 (when Agrippa fought the Illyrians) or to 12-11 approximately; in the latter case, it is to be connected (as a programme or an immediate result of the war) with Tiberius' dangerous bellum Pannonicum. 58 The events of c. 12-11 BC, even those of the late 13 BC (though Agrippa's expedition was of short duration and consequently inferior in importance when compared to the ambitious operations of 12-11 BC), tend to provide a terminus ante quem for our ingots, if these are held to have been products of the "free barbarians". For, the bulk of the Illyrican mines -which, owing to their position in the deep Hinterland of west Balkans, did not belong to Rome before -either became Roman property or ceased to work as a consequence of Agrippa's and Tiberius' successes in the wars of 13 and the following years. The personal name cited by the stamp (I a), in the light of the fact that the great Agrippa died in the spring of 12, tends to sustain that terminus ante. If all this proves relevant, the ingots' features, epigraphical and others, would not be difficult to explain. We should take them as a sign that the Illyrican Metalla Agrippiana -or whatever its original "barbarian" name (see infra) -prospered under Roman control, public or private (conductio of a sort, or just a contract covering the entire production), but without Roman formal ownership over the mine and/or its furnaces. Legally as well as otherwise, there would be nothing unusual about such a practice of collaboration between the "barbarian" smelters and Roman commerce, practice which was in complete harmony with the east Illyrican realities of c. 14 BC. An episode described by Polybius shows that the 49 "Italiots" were ready to exploit mines outside of the Roman territory whenever the political relations 59 with the foreign country seemed promising and the mining area itself proved rich in minerals. 60 Another example -slightly different but still instructive -pertains to AD 47: the then legate of the Upper Rhine army, Curtius Rufus, opened silver-mine in barbarico, in the land of the Mattiaci, obviously in hope to please his Emperor; he was unsuccessful, however, owing to the mine's poverty and the resistance of the legionaries who were compelled to work there.
61 Indeed, C. Domergue was well aware of Polybius' testimony implying that the Roman men of affairs sometimes engaged their means in the international undertakings of metal industry and commerce. However, he did not hold it probable that there was, or can be demonstrated at least, such an engagement in the case of free Illyricum; generally speaking, with time, he seems to have inclined to the possibility of identifying the metalla where the Valle Ponti ingots have been made, with a Spanish mine. as the Roman government obviously tended to retain the peregrini in that function, despite their technological inferiority, the exploitation sporadically went uninterrupted throughout the period before and after the formation of the provinces of Illyricum and Moesia.
66
The mines south of Sirmium will have been such a case, to judge from a numismatic find. 67 Actually, there are reasons to believe that Rome's decision to conquer the whole of Illyricum was not inspired by strategic considerations only. Her need of metals was a secondary but still important motive.
On the other side of the matter, the rest of the cargo of the Valle Ponti vessel, of North-Italian and Oriental provenances, does not speak for a mine from a western province (Sardinia, Gaul, Africa). The Italian goods were probably shipped in Ravenna itself. The Coan amphorae imply that the original transporter arrived to Ravenna sailing from the East, perhaps via an east Adriatic port (e.g. Narona's 68 ). Its route would make it probable that the ingots were shipped in such a harbour, not too far from Ravenna and linked to it by the cheap sea-communications. Let us add that the Illyrian rivers -both those flowing in the (roughly) north-south direction and the southern tributaries of the Save -conveniently made the metals from the Illyrican mines (all situated deep in the continent) easier to reach their Italian consumers -less expensive, to be exact. 69 The logic of geo-hydrography and the origin of the amphorae in the Valle Ponti ship apart, the modern historian ought to stress the close, diverse and traditional connections Ravenna developed with the Illyrian land across the sea. They have left many traces. Suffice it to note the Illyrian (Pannonian and Dalmatian) origin of the magna pars of the sailors serving in the Ravenna fleet in AD 69 70 , sailors some of whom engaged in the Pannonian mining after their honourable discharge at the beginning of the Flavian epoch.
71
What is more, we are entitled to postulate the existence, not far from Sirmium, of a mine (mines) where Diocletian promulgated the slightly earlier constitution of August 1, 294 (Cod. Iust. V 16.22) and where he reappears on August 17 of the same year (ibid. VI 24.10). The essential fact is that Diocletian's itineraries of 293 -294 -he lived mostly in Sirmium during that longish period -reflect his curiosity for specific centres, those managing quarries (Lugio; 74 Dardagani; Cuppae; Oescus) and mines (Aur(a)riae, De(u)mes(s)um). That remarkable choice served his programme of transformation of Sirmium into another Rome. 75 Practically speaking, places whose interest was of a different order, e.g. purely civilian or military, were not visited by the Emperor in 293 -294, to judge from the rather complete evidence of the subscriptions to the laws in the Codex. 76 Thus, Diocletian's Sirmium programme will have resembled his later building up of Nicomedia. Not only did he erect imperial architecture there but also founded a mint and an arms-factory, i.e. institutions which needed metals to function (lead of course was used for water pipes 76a and building works in general, too).
Agrippi(a)na is likely therefore to have been a mine in the southern part of Sirmium's broader area (in the north of the Drinus valley or in the Cer region to the east), which produced silver and lead among other metals. The remains of Roman life are rich in that part of south-eastern Pannonia, including the evidence of mining of silver and gold in I-III cent. AD.
77
The water courses (upstream of the Drinus and, subsequently, downstream of the Narenta -both rivers having been largely navigable) linked the area to the port of Narona in the east Adriatic; much used pre-Roman and Roman roads ran more or less parallel, 78 and the communications of the medieval lead commerce provide an eloquent analogy.
79 Politico-military conditions must have been favourable as well c. 14 BC, and not only in the area of the Scordiscan influence.
80
More to the south, the "Dalmatians" of the Drinus valley, too, seem to have been pacified in 15 BC; 81 some of the socii p. R. spoken of below, 82 will have inhabited the east of the future province of Dalmatia. In the valley of the Narenta, let us add, the Roman presence had been reinforced: "the older Caesarian colonies, Salona, Narona, and Epidaurum were strengthened by new settlements", thanks to Octavian's efforts. Though attested as late as the end of the third century AD, the mine of Agrippi(a)na is hard to dissociate from Vipsanius Agrippa. In the light of (I a [probably in the genitive construction]), the name of the mine is best explained if we take that Agrippa was its first Roman owner; the horrea Agrippia [na] of CIL VI 10026 84 provides an analogous name, if such an analogy is needed at all here. The mine did not belong to Agrippa at the time of production of ingots -many of which, perhaps all, were made in its furnaces -for, first, (I a), like the other stamps, have no moulded form and, second, the variety of personal names in the stamps implies the activity of a societas (or a less formal network of collaborators) of conductores/traders rather than Roman individual or collective ownership over the mine, which -as it has been emphasized more than once supra -would have been almost incompatible with the use of stamped marks. The same conclusion concerning the pre-13 BC status of the mine is suggested by the low quality of the ingots' fabric and, on the other hand, by certain political difficulties which Agrippa's possessing land in barbarico would have involved, especially with regard to the projects of Roman expansion in the Danubian lands.
In the simplest reconstruction of the history of the mine during the late I century BC, it originally belonged to a local "barbarian" factor, was leased or its output bought by Agrippa and his partners c. 14 BC (as the corresponding mining area furnished gold, silver, copper and iron in addition to lead, 85 the company probably traded with all or most of those metals), and became Agrippa's property at the time of the formation of the imperial province. The lease (buying) will have followed a success of Roman policy in turning certain local peregrini into the socii p. R., 86 and Agrippa with his companions probably needed Augustus' permission to treat with Rome's newly-acquired vassals; thence, it appears, all the conductores/traders belonged to the circle of the Princeps' friends -Roman advance in Illyricum and elsewhere must have been a skilful blend of economic, political and military activities, one centrally controlled to a high degree. As to the socii p.R. and Agrippa's leasing (vel sim.) of the mine(s), we are inclined to attribute both of them to the context of Tiberius' Balkan expedition of 15 BC and, especially, its immediate aftermath. The expedition -in all likelihood starting from Macedoniaseems to have pacified i.a. the Scordisci in Srem; there is some archaeological evidence to sustain this. allies ? 88 ) in the mining area just referred to probably obtained the same vassal status, judging from the geographical framework of Tiberius' campaigns 89 as well as the output of the Valle Ponti ingots. Tiberius' arrangements of 15 BC in the lower reaches of the Save and the neighbourhood, however, proved shortlived, or insecure at least, owing to the resistance of certain Pannonians. 90 Rome decided on a more ambitious course of action now. It is natural to assume that Augustus gave the mine as a gift to Agrippa at a moment when the Roman politico-military progress of the close of 13 and/or the early months of 12 announced the permanence of Roman rule over Illyricum. Augustus' generous gesture would perfectly accord with a number of circumstances: Agrippa's leasing (or just bying an important part of products of) the same mine in the period immediately before the bellum Pannonicum of the last years of the penultimate decade of the first century BC; Augustus' habit to reward his generals by giving them saltus in Egypt and elsewhere (Statilius Taurus and Cn. Piso received them in Illyricum precisely 91 ); lastly, Agrippa's (fatal) illness of 13/12 BC. Thanks to the Princeps' generosity, the mine changed its barbarian name (unknown to us) into the (Metalla) Agrippiana / (Argentariae) Agrippianae; not surprisingly, it retained the name's Roman version for more than three centuries. 92 *** Agrippa was obviously the central figure of the whole enterprise producing the Valle Ponti ingots. The stamp (I a) reveals that he did not hide that fact by citing an intermediary. This may prove worthy of note for those studying the much-debated problems of the senators' right to financial profit and their non-agricultural riches in general. 93 Let us stress, in a brief conclusion, two interrelated points only. First, leaving aside the fact that there were senators who (discreetly) co-operated with the publicani leasing mines, we are in a position to cite a parallel close enough: Crassus the Triumvir, notorious for his "avarice", possessed "numberless silver mines" in Spain. 94 (The Principes did the same in the whole Empire, of course, and Agrippa's quarries have already been cited supra.) Second, for the ancients, mining and quarrying were activities religiously related to agriculture, despite the obvious material connection between metals and coinage. 95 If money speculations were considered unseemly for members of the ordo, the exploitation of mineral wealth 96 
